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Response to Comment G25-2
Incorporation of detailed hydrological and biological information was
deemed necessary to adequately analyze the potential direct and
indirect effects of the Proposed Project on these and other resources in
accordance with state and federal environmental laws (including NEPA
and CEQA and the Endangered Species Act). To the extent possible,
hydrological modeling information and information pertaining to the
Habitat Conservation Plan were included as appendices to the Draft
EIR/EIS (see Appendices C and F). The purpose of providing the Table
of Contents is to allow readers to understand the structure of the
document, so that if they are interested in a particular subject, they can
go directly to the sections related to that subject. For example, a reader
needn't read the entire Environmental Setting section before reading
the Impacts section if Impacts are what most interest the reader. The
reader can refer back to the relevant section of the Environmental
Setting for background if necessary.

The preparation of environmental review documents presents a
challenge in that the audience encompasses a broad range of parties,
from the general public on one end to technical experts from public
agencies and/or interested organizations on the other. The general
public may prefer a simple explanation of impacts whereas technical
experts often insist on having the detailed background information that
is the basis for each conclusion. We attempt to balance these interests.

Response to Comment G25-3
Please refer to the Master Responses on Hydrology Development of
the Baseline and Biology-Approach to Salton Sea Habitat Conservation
Strategy in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS. With implementation of the
Salton Sea Conservation Strategy, the elevation of the Salton Sea will
be maintained at Baseline levels until at least the year 2030.

The complexity of this Project and the tools used to evaluate the Project
made the preparation of the EIR/EIS inherently challenging. We have
made an effort to summarize information and present it clearly to the
extent possible. We regret if some information was difficult to
understand.

In response to the commenter's complaint that the paragraph regarding
the Salton Sea Accounting Model is difficult to understand, it has been
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Response to Comment G25-3 (continued)

revised (see subsection 3.1 under Section 4.2, Text Revisions of this Final EIR/EIS). We hope that this version is more understandable to the commenter.

"The Salton Sea Accounting Model can be run in two different modes. These are identified as stochastic and deterministic modes of operation. Both operate on an annual time step,
which means that the model performs calculations once for each year. In stochastic mode, the model simulates a different sequence of hydrologic conditions each time the model is run.
Running the model in this fashion takes into consideration that future hydrologic conditions at the Salton Sea are not likely to be exactly in the pattern as what occurred historically. In
the deterministic mode, the model assumes that historic hydrologic conditions will be repeated in the future in exactly the same pattern." (Draft EIR/EIS p. 3.1-99)
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Response to Comment G25-4
Incorporation of detailed technical information into the EIR/EIS was
necessary to adequately analyze the potential direct and indirect effects
of the Proposed Project in accordance with state and federal
environmental laws (including NEPA and CEQA, and the Endangered
Species Act). To the extent possible, detailed technical information,
including modeling data, was included as appendices to the document.
Summary tables for each technical resource area were provided
throughout the Draft EIR/EIS and in the Executive Summary in an effort
to make the documents conclusions accessible. The document is
unarguably extremely complex which reflects the nature of the
Proposed Project and thus the analysis of the environmental impacts.

Copies of the Draft EIR/EIS were made available at several public
locations. These include local libraries in the potentially affected
geographic region of influence, on the IID Public Web Site, Reclamation
and IID offices. All of these locations were identified in the Public Notice
of Availability published in the following newspapers: Desert Sun, El Sol
Del Valle, Imperial Valley Press, and San Diego Union Tribune.
Hardcopies and/or CD-ROM versions of the Draft EIR/EIS were also
available by request from IID and the Reclamation.

In accordance with NEPA, public scoping meetings were held with the
general public to identify the scope of the environmental analysis of the
Draft EIR/EIS and to identify significant issues that should be
addressed in the Draft EIR/EIS. Six public scoping meetings were
conducted between October 12 and October 20, 1999 to solicit input
from the public on potential environmental impacts, the significance of
impacts, the appropriate scope of the environmental assessment,
proposed mitigation measures, and potential alternatives to the
Proposed Project. In addition, after release of the Draft EIR/EIS in
January 2002, three public hearings were conducted on April 2, 3, and
4 to receive comments on the adequacy of the environmental
document. The Notice of Intent and Notice of Preparation were made
available at the public scoping meetings in both English and Spanish.
Notices of the occurrence of all public meetings were published in both
English and Spanish newspapers and a Spanish interpreter was
present at the El Centro and La Quinta public meetings.
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Response to Comment G25-4 (continued)
Agency coordination meetings were also held with Cooperating, Responsible, and Trustee Agencies (as defined by NEPA and CEQA), as well as with the Native American Tribes that
could be affected by the direct and/or indirect affects of the federal actions associated with the Proposed Project and alternatives in April 2000. Subsequent consultation meetings have
been held with the Torres-Martinez Tribe.

Response to Comment G25-5
Copies of the Draft EIR/EIS were made available at several public locations. These include local libraries in the potentially affected geographic region of influence, on the IID Public
Website, and at the USBR and IID offices—all of which were identified in the Public Notice of Availability published in the following newspapers: Desert Sun, El Sol Del Valle, Imperial
Valley Press, and San Diego Union Tribune. Hard-copies and/or CD-ROM versions of the Draft EIR/EIS were also available by request from IID and USBR.

In accordance with NEPA, public scoping meetings were held with the general public to identify the scope of the environmental analysis of the Draft EIR/EIS and to identify significant
issues that should be addressed in the Draft EIR/EIS. Six public scoping meetings were conducted between October 12 and October 20, 1999 to solicit input from the public on potential
environmental impacts, the significance of impacts, the appropriate scope of the environmental assessment, proposed mitigation measures, and potential alternatives to the Proposed
Project. In addition, after release of the Draft EIR/EIS in January 2002, three public hearings were conducted on April 2, 3, and 4 to receive comments on the adequacy of the
environmental document. The Notice of Intent and Notice of Preparation were made available at the public scoping meetings in both English and Spanish. Notices of the occurrence of
all public meetings were published in both English and Spanish newspapers and a Spanish interpreter was present at the public meetings in El Centro and La Quinta (a Spanish
interpreter was not present at the San Diego public hearing).

Agency coordination meetings were held with potential Cooperating (as defined by NEPA) and Responsible and Trustee Agencies (as defined by CEQA), as well as with Native
American Tribes potentially affected by the federal action associated with the Project (i.e., the diversion of Colorado River water at Parker Dam) in April 2000. Consultation with the
Indian Tribes was considered an integral part of the environmental review process to seek information about tribal interests, desires, issues, and the location of and potential impacts to
sacred sites, traditional use areas, and ceremonial sites. For NEPA purposes, all Tribal consultations were conducted on a Government-to-Government basis.

Response to Comment G25-6
The commenter states that the Draft EIR/EIS should be rewritten and recirculated. Section 15088.5 of the CEQA Guidelines governs recirculation of a Draft EIR prior to certification.
Recirculation is only required when "significant new information" is included in the Final EIR, such as information showing that: (1) a new significant environmental impact would result
from the project or from a new mitigation measure proposed to be implemented; (2) a substantial increase in the severity of an environmental impact would result unless mitigation
measures are adopted to reduce the impact to a level of insignificance; (3) a feasible project alternative or mitigation measure considerably different from others previously analyzed
would clearly lessen the significant environmental impacts of the Project, but the Project's proponents decline to adopt it; or (4) the Draft EIR was so fundamentally and basically
inadequate and conclusory in nature that meaningful public review and comment were precluded.

The Lead Agencies have carefully reviewed the comments received on the Draft EIR/EIS, the responses to comments, and the revisions and information incorporated into the Final EIR
and have determined that none of the bases for recirculating the EIR/EIS are applicable. It is noted that Section 15088 of the CEQA Guidelines encourages the evaluation of and
response to issues raised by public comments. To provide a thorough assessment for consideration by the Lead Agencies and other agencies taking action on the Project, a detailed
response to comments has been included. Although extensive, the responses to comments do not justify recirculation. For more information see Chapter 1 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment G25-7
Please refer to the Master Response on Hydrology Development of the Baseline in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment G25-8
Please refer to the Master Response on Hydrology Development of
the Baseline in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment G25-9
Please refer to the Master Response on Hydrology Development of
the Baseline in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment G25-10
Please refer to the Master Response on Hydrology Development of
the Baseline in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment G25-11
Please refer to the Master Response on Hydrology Development of
the Baseline in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment G25-12
A draft paper titled "Effect of Salt Precipitation on Historical and
Projected Salinities of the Salton Sea:  Summary Comments from
Workshop at UC (Riverside), January 30-31 2001" summarizes joint
expert opinions relative to salt precipitation and/or biologic reduction
within the Salton Sea. This paper is the basis for the 0.7 to 1.2 million
tons per year adjustments to salinity within the Salton Sea Accounting
Model. The workshop participants and panel experts made no
conclusions relative to increases in such effects as the salinity in the
Salton Sea in the future. In addition, there are no other known scientific
investigations pertinent to this issue. As a result, there is no available
scientific basis for increasing precipitation and/or reduction as salinity
rises in the future within the Salton Sea Accounting Model.

Response to Comment G25-13
The statement that the Sea has an average salinity of approximately 46
g/L is in error, and should actually read 45 g/L (actually 44.9) as
reported elsewhere in the Draft EIR/EIS. The calculations and modeling
conducted in support of the Draft EIR/EIS were conducted using the
best available information as documented throughout the Draft EIR/EIS
and in Appendix F,  Water Quality and Hydrology. More details on the
Baseline assumptions can be found in the Master Response on
Hydrology Development of the Baseline in Section 3 of this Final
EIR/EIS.
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